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SUPPLEMENT TO “ RAMANUJAN " 
by , 


NALLAPPA JEEYAPPANGAR, B. A. 
Section 3 


THE THATHACHARIS 


We are not concerned, here, with the pedigree of the Thathacharis 
whether or not they descended straight from Peria Tirumalai Nambi, or Natha- 
munigal or Nammalwar himself direct. Nor should it matter for us whether 
they originally belonged to Ettur or Immadi in Andhra Pradesh or Kumbakonam 
in Tamil Nadu. We can also allow full scope for their tall and fantastic claim 
on behalf of their originai anscestor, Kotikanyakadanam Thathacheriyar in 
respect of the major constructions of all the great south Indian Temples and 
the gold gilting of all their Vimanams (domes) in compeiition with the great 
Vijayanagar Emperors like Krishna Devare:'a, Atchuta Devaraya and Sadasiva 
Devaraya. (Pleasesee our article. regarding this claim, published, in *‘ Sri 
Ramaruja.” No. 317) 


Even so, we can bear absolutely no grudge against the boasts (of the author 
of the booklet under review) in respect of the Thathachariar’s occuping a pride 
of piace in society, while emphasizing at the same time, that a high status nece- 
ssarily involves an equally heavy responsibility of setting high ethical standards 
in society, in the absence of which, one should forfeit any claim thereto. With 
this preamble, let vs examine the conduct of the Thathacharis in their relation- 
ship with the Sri Varadarajaswami temple, as we are concerned with this aspect 
elone here. 


We have already scen ihat, from the time they established their connection 
with this temple (in April 1711) under the Attan Jiyar Agreement, to almost the 
middle of the 19th Century, they strictly adhered to and helped continue the 
ancient usages of the temple as clearly brought out by the deed, both in respect 
of the internal mode of worship and the external apperance, in accordanco there 
of, as evidenced by the Tenkalai marks or Namams, stonecut or otherwise dis. 
played in all prominent places and on all idols or images and yahanams (vehi- 
cles) or other paraphernalia of the temple. In 1823 when an attempt was made 
by a few local Vadakalais, to disturb this general character by introducing 
Vadagalai Namams in a few places, it was the leader of the Thathacharis them- 
selves then by name Kumara Thathachariyar who helped the temple superin- 
tendent (under appointment by government) to ward off the trouble. (Vide list 
of Namams taken by Narahari Rayer, temple superintendent dated 17-1-1823 
ed by Kumara Thathachariar (Exhibit Al in the recent Elephant case) 


20 The Thathacharis 


which shows all the Namams of the temple without a single exception, as Ten- 
kalai). It should be mentioned that it was this same Kumara Thathachariar’ 
who. along with another colleague by name Sundara Varada Thathachariar, 
pave an undertaking, on 19-2-1809, to the Collector, Mr. CAZIRET, 
that he would keep up the mamool as per the Attan Jiyar Agreement and never 
allow the Vadakalai Thaniyan Ramanuja Dayapathram, which was sought to be 
introduced in the temple by a few Vadakalias as a rival to the Tenkalai 
Thaniyan of Sreesailesa Dayapathram (Vide Exhibit “G” in O.S. 10 of 1906 
Dist. Court Chingleput.) 
In 1842, when the Government (The East India Company) divested itself 
of the management of temples, the trusteeship of this temple was entrusted 
to the same Kumara Thathachariar referred to above, with a stipulation that 
the time-honoured usages of the temple should be strictly followed. The 
Vhathachari took charge of the temple in November 1842 but died in March 
1843, He was succeeded by his son Sudarsana Thathachariar who easily fell a 
victim to the machinations of a few fanatic Vadakalais of the locality and 
started an era of terror and torture against the Thenkalais. which has no parallel 
in history. The attack against the Thenkalais and the attempt at conversion of 
the temple to Vadakalai character was on all fronts and in all corners. As the 
Thenkalais had to fight tooth and nail to preserve the ancient pristins 
character of the temple in all respects, the litigations that resulted therefor and 
therefrom, both in the criminal and civil courts have gone into many bulky 
volumes of printed matter, as almost all of them have gone up as second 
appeals into the portals of the High Court and even up, into the portals of the 
Privy Council, Vide, for instance, 2 Madras-62 (P.C.); 5 Madras (313); 16 
M. L.J. (150; 1915 M.W N. (281);  1939-1-(124); 23 M. L.J (134); 
and the recent 1977-ii-MLJ (247) etc. etc. These litigations have not only 
cost the temple many lakhs of rupees, but also have led to the ruin of many 
ancient noble families on either side. Asit will take volumes to describe the 
nature of these cases, a few important features brought out in them will 
alone be dealtwith here, 
DARING FABRICATIONS 
1t should be mentioned here, that, while a few leaders among the Thatha” 
charis kept up the pledge given by Thirumalai Thathachariar in 1711 and again 
the undertaking given to 


ant rights and interests for themselves in the temple, 
warranted by the Attan Jiyar Agreement, or even diametrically: against 
letter and spirit of it, The faked Attan Jiyar agreement, which ;cut 


Government by Kumara Thathachariar to preserve - 
Mamool, a few others among them who came to dominate in later. years, were ^ 
working underground or behind the back of Tenkalais to create certain impor- 
more than what was 
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fi : 
eid tape has been already dealt with in the section on Attan Jiyar 
hese die ante). It was thus that a deed known as Swatantra Dittam of 
ode s concocted, with the help of the temple Karnams, by which the 
Eie ds e rights, the most important of which was the recital of 
| he Mes app pom as Adyapakam Miras) which carried rich honours 
ES € with it. (Vide page 214 in thé printed papers in O.S. 10 of 1906 
; Court, Chingleput) Even ihough this document was declared a z 
em onne move of a Tenkalai mirasdar of the temple by name P i a 
ar AM an Rangachariar as early as in 1820 in O.S, No. 377 of 1819 and 
bia y T A CLIE prepara (Vide Page 130 of the printed 
af have used, again and again, as LA Siecle tins Min wei romain 
: 7i dw uae ride : : chor or the thin end of their wedge 
d Attar Jiyar Pp Fi: ha ce MEVS Seq) Hen 


Another dexterously manoeuvred do 
cument is what is 
P Siotraparan Mamool Nama. It has come about tkus: on a am id 
TR ad "E. an ordinary Vadagalai, that is a Vadagalai who is i 
' ri, has uttered one sloka or Sanskrit Verse 
i ere : more th: 
ORO have recited (Vide page 49 in the printed papers of Hear 
se SAL CAE iio plese grave offence against the well catablished right et 
ae nce a complaint goes to the Collector, wh i 
E sni these through correspondence only) as to what the Maieot Ro) abil 
a Mead "i and who the rightiul Mirasdars are for reciting the stotras jn ‘thd 
$ ple. mmediately, a long list of Sanskrit recitations (covering almost i 
trib ir ps occasions on which they are to be recited) goes to n 
Í , as if it is a copy of a list already prepared (with th i 
à ca 
ira 1) snd kept in the temple as early as in 1823! and with AE eaa. 
tye unns only are the rightful reciters therefor and neither ud 
alais nor the Thenkalais had any ri i 
pr ; y right thereto. The a 
atti who transgressed against mamool by reciting one pe aar E 
7 i ne rupee. for this very great and grave offence! Thus a record has iat 
ides T kept in the Collector's office and a certified copy of the sind 
at a later time to establish their Sthotra i 
o m Caen patam miras (for instance in 
E. , Dt. ingleput). The court, naturall i is li 
With suspicion, as it clashe i à eei 
s with other authentic d i 
Scords(!) and bases its decisi i ANT 
4 d sion on other independent and disint 
3 See (Vida grounds of appeal in A S.51 of 1904, H. C.). It pr d 
ne here that the Stothrapatam chant was sougkt to be pressed into ser- 
athacharis in opposition to as a competitive service to the time-and 
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honoured Tamil Divyaprabandam recitation of the Tenkalais as one of their 
methods of converting the temple and the mode of worship and the performance 
of festivals therein from Thenkalai to Vadagalai character. (Vide for instance 
Exhibits C. C of O. S. 10 of 1906 Dt. Court Chingelput at page 63 the printed 
paper of the case.) 


DARING CONCOCTIONS RE: REGARDING NAMAMS 


The Thathacharis filed as exhibit ii in O. S.No.s 6 and 7 of 1912, P. D. M- 
Court Chingleput, a certified copy of a Mamool Nama alleged to have been 
given 5y the Sthalathars of the temple as early as on 26-9-1829, in respect of 
the Namams of the temple, as if all of them, without a single exception, were 
Vadakalai only at that time | | But as this so called Mamool Namah of Namams 
was diametrically opposed to the zuthentic list prepared by Narahari Rayer, 
the temple superintendent on 17-1-1823 (Bx, A-1 in recent elephant case) in the 
the presence of the sthalathars including Kumara Thathachariar who has signed 
it, and again to the list of stone-cut Namams prepared by Ramaswamy 
Maistry, the Huzar Superintendent on 3rd. August 1827, (Ex. A-2 in the 
recent elephant case) which was immediately verified to be true by the thea 
collector, Mr. Henry Vivash by his personal inspection (Vide Para 10 in 1977- 
ii MLJ 247) and again the list prepared by Court Amin Kasiram dated 
15-9-1850, and the report of Four Amins on 98-10-1852 (Bx. A-3 in the 
clephant case) during the pondency of O. S. Nos. 14 and 15 of 1850, and all 
these verified to be true again by the personal inspection of the Civil Jugdc. 
Mr. Dowdeswell twice im 1856, and again as this Mam-ol Namah was not 
produced in the carly Namam suits of 1850, the Court had no difficuity in 
rejecting this daring anddown right concoction as unworthy of acceptance. 
There is another similar fabricated document dated 30-4-1839 to their credit 
in respect of the Namams (Vide page 189 of the printed" papers in the 5 Mad. 
case), which met with the same fate. 


THE TWO HUNDRED YEARS WAR REGARDING 
ADHYAPAKAM SERVICE 


(a) The “Antiquity of the Service. Whatever the character of the Vishnu 
temples might have been in their early stages, according to Sri Vaishnavism, 


certain divinely gifted Dravidian poet-saints known as Alwars. The. Alwa 
ace known, in Vaishnavite parlance, as Divya soories. (Divine séers); u 


(hey have become truly holy and popular only after they have been sung by S 
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inspired out-pourings, in Tamil, on the glories of the Almighty are known as 
Divya Prabandams (Divine songs) and it its only the temples sung by them 
that have come down to us as Divya Desams (divine spots or temples). Thus, 
according to Sree Vaishnavism, Divya soories (divine seers), Divya Prabandams 
(divine songs) and Divya Desams (divine temples, are closely and inseparably 
knit together, so that one cannot exist or be thought of without the others. 
Even though, according to tradition, it was Sreeman Natha Munigal (9th 
century A.D.) the first and earliest of Sri Vaisnavite Acharyas, who 
unearthed the Divya Prabandams at a time when they were long forgotten and 
laid the foundation fo: their use in certain South Indian Vishnu temples, all 
the guruparampara prabavams are eloquent on the fact that it was Ramanuja 
1017-1137) who was mainly responsible for the installation of the idols 
of all Alwars in temples (in spite of the fact they belonged to all castes) and 
the chanting of tbeir Tamil Divya Prabandams as part and parcel of ceremonial 
worship therein, and also for the performance of pujas and festivals for these 
Alwars themselves, on a par with those of the chief Deities, in a,grand scale. 
This was one of the most liberal democratic and popuiar reforms introduced 
by Ramanuja in the matter of temple worship. Tha: the temples have become 
Popular and grand only on account of the Alwars’ songs being ingrained in 
them as part and parcel of ceremonial worship is voiced forth by the gresi 
Taml! poet Kambar, as eariy as in the 12th century A. D. in his famous poem 
entitled Satakopar Andathi thus: 


ashur uso pumu$g i awpa AGHOQuM Ger 
Acts Apres AGAGA, De SG sea agn 

sb gib Aprah yew TGD? gyri suti 
up sb Ayr AaLGb GGR tap 5uciremauGer 


(Had not the divine saint of Kurukur (St, Satakopa or Nammalwar) brought 
out all the rare truths, hidden deep in the thousand odd cternal Vedas, into 
chaste and sweet Tamil, where will the Brahmins, their temples, their feasts 
and festivals and their beauties stand ? They would be nowhere.) 1 


In the booklet under review, the authors state (at page 39) **/n Vaishnavite 
temples the only mede of worship permitted and practiced (?) is according to the 
Agamas either Pancharatra Agama or Vaikhanasa Agama,” thus ignoring the 
great reform introduced by Ramanuja. 


We are aimost tempted to ask them, “ Why stick to Agamas alone which, 
accordiag to yourselves, have supplanted the Vedic modes? Why can't you 
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ic, why, even earlier Neolithic and Palaeolitic Animism!!! 
P pr da Mi their eyes to the fact that Religion as any ipe Muy da 
of life is subject to the laws of evolution, surv ival and progress pu m 
the necessities of the march of time. In fact, the very tachor pese ed y 
temple worship should be repugnant to these authors and they m 
themselves out in true colours when they say (at page 17) that ciae. d 
not enjoin.us to frequent the temples! Did Ramanuja ae so pen fa ebd 
as the Koil.ozhugus (early histories) of Sree Rangam and irumalai ps 
speak of and which are followed up-to-date as Kamane T dcus 
(gror periu Saurágjurart ġa aTh auts aTh) in or ee : he agis 
followers to turn their backs on them and marci back to Meil 2. i db 
jungle cult of the stone age? And again, did Vedanta Desika, wit ja € 
for the Vedas, and the Sri Bhasya, pretend when he expressed Vai unta va 
Na niebilashah. (1 do not prefer evena life of eternal biiss in oe = 
close living with Sri Varada Raja of Kanchi)! There should bea l'mit to 
length of even one’s fanaticism | 


(B) The Origin of the Schism : It need not be said that the ‘Theokalais are 
ihe true followers of the Alwar Cult, as the name itself implies and as such 
the zealous guardians of the cult as ingrained by Ramanujaintemples. But 
there was a section among the Vaishnvaite Brahmins themselves, the forefathers 
of the present authors of this booklet and their like, who could not p eye to 
eye with the radical reforms introduced by Ramanuja in temples, the chic pats 
being that the Alwars belonged to all castes and their songs were in pur 
Tamil. So the Brahmins who belonged to this . section, _who may be termed F : 
‘reactionaries’, kept themselves away from temples, which became hs 
according to them, on account of the introduction of the Temilian (awar sage - 
in them. These “Strictly Orthodox” or centperecnt Brahmins as they calle 
themselves were particularly mindful in observing all the Vedic rites (daily 
weekly, fortnighlty, monthly, halfyearly, etc, etc, according to the very lettes 


of the Sastras, before the holy fire lit at home or in the river or tank beds, as." 


per the rules of Varnashrama (Caste and station in life), their only choros 
language in all these being Samskrit. These people, laterly, came to be known 


as Vadagalais, or the followers of tke Nothern cult (1t should be emphasised here =“ 


that the F'enkalai Brahmins also even though they were staunch followers of the 
Alvar cult, never left the mimimum rites ensoimed by the Sastnas and the 
were observing these in Sanskrit only at the same teine revering and giving & 


uspricions or inauspicious in their homes as well, as the Attan Jiyar Agree; 
Sme ar out.) 


foremost place to the chanting of the Tamil Divya-Prabandams on all occasions, am 
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The bent of the Vadagalais wholly towards the vedic rites,their partiality 


for Sanskrit and thcir revolt against Tamil and the Tamilian Alwars are 
borne out by the following irrefutalble evidence: i 


1) Towards the middle of the 17th contury, there lived a great poet 
by name Arasanipalal Venkatadri Swami. He was a vadagal Brahmin. One 
of his ‘‘Visvaguna Dharsam" is popular among Sanskrit schoiars - In 
this work he condemn the Tcnkalais, in unmistakable, as persons who ‘have 
negleeted ihe Vedas and many of the vedic rites like the daily ''Vaisvadevam'' 

* and are more attached to Alwars and their Tamil Prabandams. etc., He but 
voices forth the general view of the vadagalais in this respect as it prevailed in 


his time (Vide “Ramanuja Dayapathra charithram (1954) by Mahavidwan 
P.B.A Swami of Kanchi) : 


2. In the ** Manual of Chingleput District '* compiled by Mr. C. S. Crole) 
of the Madras Civil Service and published in 1879 (for the guidance of I. C. S. 
Offizers), the following lines can be seen (at page 33 para 3) ** The Vadagalai, 
are more straight laced in doctrine and place more reliance on forms and ritua] 
than the Thenkalais——Vadagalals will not read sacred books or chant except 
in Sanskrit, while the Thenkalais although revering that language use theit 
own Vernacular also” This passage exactly reflects the true character of the 
two sects as C. S. Crole saw it before his.eyes in his time. 


3. Sri V. V. Srinivasa Iyengar, a late judge cf the Madras High Court 
and a well known Vadagalai scholar has published an article in the *'Swades 
Mitran ” (a Tamil daily) dated 22.7.1931. in this. he has deplored that th 
Vadagalais in general had been all along neglecting the study of the "Alwar's 
Tamil Divya Prabandams and advises them to take them from then on at least. 


This but mirrors the general attitude of the Yadakalais cven in Sri V, V. S's 
time. 


4, In 1947.1 M.LJ. (159) Their Lordships' of the Privy Council -have 
clearly observed, not without reason in the light of what has been stated above 


that the Vadakalais held the Tamil Prabandams of the Alwars as entitled to 
less reverence. 


5. Even as late asin 1945, Sri R. Varada Thathachariar trustee of this 
"temple for 25 years (1935 to 1960) has filed a written statement along with 


another trustee by name Tirumalai Thathachari, in D. S. No. 7 of 1945 Dt, 


Court, Chingleput, that the Tamil Prabhandams of Alwars are mainly intendep 
nly fer Non-Brahmins and females and as such his forefathers were not mind- 


cic Be 
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i i i ze of Chingleput (Mr. Sham- 
uoting this, a subordinate Judze o | 
M EN (in O.S No. 30 of 1956) that the contempt ai Yepp oe 
i i ai suc 
i i b:ained up-to-date and as 
bhandams is a fact which has o 3 
bonen an recitiog Tamil in the temple cannot be braide (V198 artus AP 
j -e Hi hesitatingly ratifie is objecti A.S. 
judgement). T:e High Court has un TONER HE pa mde 
63. Thus, the prejudice of the Vadakalais, e 
jas ae their Tamil Prabhandams has become a pretty well legallt 
established fact also. 


a the 


i "it is important to note that even the present authors 

of Ne doque oid s eio tar tears for the Tamil diii yon 
20) with the words, *' Tho fact remains that the Vadaga sis ave nev 

ipee tm tbe Prabandam," nave but confirmed im epi aped [sgh i 
i i ing (at page 40), "' e mo ; 
je MR pron aged A wna seine s Sanskrit as prescribed by 
orale pried we may say it is Thenkalai in character. On the other 
Peu. "f in private houses strictly Sanskrit,is employed we may say it s 
prid in character''. They have, here, clearly let the cat out se, edid 
themselves! and have disowned even Vedanta Desika who would s 


anything by Tamil. 


* NEVER ENDING litigations ” (to use a phrase of the High Court in the 


€ 5 From the moment the Thatha- 2 
judge: in the reeent L P.A. 45 of 1974). ; 
(steigt cha themselves strongly and firmly as trustecs ia pel ian d 
~ i tige to usurp the a 

sed their utmost power and pres A i 
ie api the hands of Thenkalais, obviously with a view to ultimately d 
ev) uh it in the temple or to supplant it by sanskrit recitations or by the 
a 


o-called Desika Prabhandams most of which were definitely coined Jong after 
$0- 


the time of Vedantha Desika for the purpose of temple dispute alone. (We 
will clarify this by and by.) 


The attempt of the Thathacharis to usurp the Adyapakam service form 


is i by what is known as th 
lais in the early years of the last century 
Fae uta Dhittam, which has been declared as a forgery, as early n 
1820 has been already mentioned, As a matter of fact, the leader o 
+ 


Thathacharis themselves by name Thandri Kumara Thathachariar has clear) 
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I nenkalai Mirasdars of the temple that the entire service belonged exclusively 


to the Thenkalais alone and as such no Vadagalai could lay any claim thereto 
(Vide Exhibit J in O;S. 10 of 06, Dist Court, Chingleput). 


Yet it is very strange that one of his own sons figured as a plaintiff in 
O.S. No. 231 of 1828 which was a suit filed by some Thathacharis claiming the 
Adyapakam right as their own and that the Thenkalais had been, till then, 
only their Gumastas-or servants! It is stranger still that this first suit ended 
in full success 10 the Thathacharis (in the trial Court) in spite of the fact thai 
Thandri Kumara Thathachariar's agreement of 10 3.1825 boldly figured as an 
Exhibit in the case! But the judgement of the trial court called them as sudder 
Amin Pandits court, was immediately reversed in its entirety by the Acting 
Registrar in A.S. No, 135 of 1829 for obvious reasons. The.Thaticharis “lef; 
no stone unturned” (to use a phrase from the judgement of the 5 Mad. (313) 
case) to gain their end by preferring a number of appeals thereon to all the 
superior Courts which were in the formative stages then, but all in vain 


An important fact about the conduct of the Thathacharis calls for Special 


a meation here. It is one of their ways to introduce an innovatioa or to attemps 
' to usurp a right belongiug to others, when the wind blows in their favour, 
[ that is, when they caa easily prevail upon or win over the immediate officers 


 -- conceraed and score their first vict. H ; A 
it i against such a bac k ground ihat we will have to consider the two 7m yan adverse cvid 
{ is tas Ty, in spite of Himala d 


'ice i i le. which @ 

i Adyapakam service in this temple. z 

d years war in respect of the é à c d 

p wlth more or less severity and in one form or other, by way of 3 
18 


but alas! only to lose their game immediately and ultimately too! In the 


| Present instance, it can be seen that the Suder Amin Pandit, by name 
FP. Subramantya Sastri who decided O.S. 231 of 1828 in their favour Was the 
, very person who had figured as the vakil of the Thathacharis in civil No, 4134 
| ofi8ll. already referred to at the above para which dec!ared that it is only 
| the Thaniyan of Sri Sai'esadaya patram in honour of Manavala Mamuniga, 
t that should prevail ia all pujas and festivals in the Avatharasthala shrine oi 
T Vedanta Desika a- per tie established usage of the sarine and not its new rivai 
Ramanuj: dayapatram. The saine tactics of the Th: 


athacharis, that isto star 


an innovation or to stop an ancient usage in the temple when the wiad blew in. 
their favou- can also be scena in many of the later litigations of the temple. 


Coming to the Adyapakam matter, after it had been pretty well settled 
hat the right for the entire service belonged exclusively to the Tenkalais only 
in 5 Mad. 313), the Thathacharis. as trustees, tried their utmost to restrict the 


Service in the temple in all conceivable ways and to pin it to a particular time 
sor place or manner or condition, etc. and by wah holding the usual 


moluments due from the temple therefor and thereby driving the Tenkalà.s 


acknowledged in an agreement dated 10.3.1325 executed in favour of itt : 


—— ae 
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again and again to courts both civ il and criminal and dragging them on and o^ 
to the highest appellate court even in very petty and Silly maters and most 
often for the very reliefs already granted once, twicc, thrice in courts. 
harping at an ambiguous word in the judgement here and building 
on an obiter observation there. As it will take volumes to describe the fult 
nature of these suits which have been raging for two centuries we would refer 
our readers to 2 Mad 62 (p. c.); 5 Mad (313); 1915 M.W.N. 281; 1939.1 M.L.J 
(124); 33 L.W. 407, all of which are in respect of the Adyapakam maiter alone 
and in none of which the Thathachris succeeded. !t should be mentioned that 
in the early litigations the dispute was only between the Thathacharis and 
Tenkalais. It is only in the later liugatiou, the ordinary Vadagalais also 


figured as parties. 


A Judicial Verdicr About their Conduct : 

In 1915 M. W.N. (281), it was clearly decided, and the matter was finally 
settled that the Adyapakam Miras belonged exclusively to the Tenkalais and 
that they are entitled to perform their service on all occasions of pujas and 
festivals inside end outside the temple and that such of the Vadakalais who 
had a bonafide liking for the Divyaprabandams can orty join the service of the 
Mirasdars as mere ordinary worshippers but without in any way interfering 
with the official service and of course following their lead in every respects 
The Vadagalais were also strictly prchibited, by means of a perpetual 
injunction, from reciting anything Tamil independent of Teokalais, or from 
introducing theit own mantram or Thaniyan (Ramanujadayapatram) or their 
own Prabandams (the sc calied Desika Prebandam) in any part or at any time 
in the temple or in the temple ceremonies or services, festivals or procession 
as their Lordships, Hon'ble Mr. Justice Sankaran Nair and  Hon'ble 
Mr. Justice Oldfield, who decided the case, were sure that any leniency showa 
in this respect would surely be exploited by the Vadakalais tothe maximum 
put the Thathaehari trustees and their Vadakalai supporters were bent upon 
pursuing the matter still further and applied for leave to appeal, on the main 


right of a person 
petition was hea 
Sadasiva Iyer and Hoa'ble M.Justice Napier: 


Hon'ble Mr, Justice Sadasiva 


regular official worship— and their attempt to create disturbance 10 the pubii 
peace that have been properly, if I may say so, restrained by the judgement 


SEE HO Veste cxli 


plea that this judgement ran counter to the law of general interest, (viz), the ` 
to worship in a temple according to his own fath! Their k 
rd and disposed of by their Lordships Hon'ble Mr. Justice 4 
While dismissing this petition 
Iyer of course with the concurrence of the | 
collaague, has observed thus: “It is only the claim of this faction among thes 
Vadakalais to introduce innovations into the customary practices during thes 


DT ce pe LATER 
1915 M. 2 __29 
uo M he AU It seems to me, 
dif nis Mad but only question w Question of law of 
iag fresh lieti od of a certain templc faction which bine encourage the 
interfereace with the i ee pe Civil litigations and new eA bp invent- 

É of temple offi i genious 
office d i Beals p ice right 3 ways 
roate mS temple office iod iu Urbe d temple 
-W.N. page 916 at slong to the rj 
meat, t inci : i Page 920). € rival 
m h Aa rinena subordinate judge of Ciau AE snoilige later judge- 
[ne ) Phe history of litigation shows th s observed (in O.S, No 
oj iM, Basins decision another controversy rises, as ne Controversy jy 
ii olet tp Jim rana of pec disputation” (para Beer NE from ity 

À 5 esponsible for such a deplorz € Judgement 
Justice Palaniswamy has clearly stated, while Pucca state, Hon'ble ut 
thus; “The attitude of the Vadakalais in putting fo ing the appeal eec 

, 


other from time i tward some j 2 
to time has been responsible for the ae inaovation o, 

ics of liti ee 

gation 


pertaining to this temple going on for tł 
^ he last two u 
E SIN para 36). After referring to these remarks ge aas Vide 83. wr. 
judgement (L.P.A. 45/74). Hon'ble Mr. P.S. Kailasam trent, clephant cate 
ef Justice an 
d 


Hon'ble Mr. Justice Balasubramaniyam have dasan be 
n 
“We fully agree Miu adaman. 


herefore, that no 


at when o 


7 tine CPP of the Thathacharis thus; 
p expressed by the iearned judges in both these deci ith the yi 
Eo ecisions. It j view, 
[| Ee Dough, he remarks were made over sin years ago. ast 
an aa S s) G not seem to have realised their * the Honorary 
Hodie is er and above such continued verdict of th Tesponsibi] tie.» 
; ut the conduct of the Thathacharis in th © highest tribu 
war. Enough unio the day for the present, vie two hundred ba 


and the chantin 


navite temples B Of their 


us i been 

15 the Alwars 

xvn in temples, viz al 
‘Ow, the learned and the - 


lehant; i It is why a primary { b 
R nting of Divyaprabandams in temples, doedidk Ud Sea taithe 
© mandate oi 


manuja, so that no pooja or festival, maj 


, 


m. i or or mi f 
P ud such a popular reform as this Introduced i i get on without 
A rich patronage of kiags, ministeis and dobles 3 iE that has 


85 to donate 


ri varis 
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liberally to Vishnu temples and for the fostering of the Alwar cult in pees 
Ti re is plenty of epigraphical evidence too to bear witness 5d ipiis dos 

} H 

i i les of South India therc 
ant to note that in the Vishnu temp 
Mul Tor the chantiog of Divyaprabandam har known Ree) eus 
ich i eatyone days in all major tem ' 
Utchavam which Is celebrated for tw piel dm 
i aati housaad odd songs takes place, 

i riod the chaating of all the fourt 
her of the Alwars and Acharyas assembled together in a oe sah Beton 
the Chief Deity. (There ate a few insc:iptions sd Hier o! NM D Pi 

i E tit is Rama.uj 
i i lone). In glaring proof of the fact tha 
peior taia ONES i i i f the chant of Divy«- 
joi leas this, it is :he conclusion o 
who enjoined such a ru , Ti : SE AA 
h tage cf any other s , 

ams and not at tre lurpoaing sta o 
PA in temples or houses, that ali Sri Vaishnavites, including the spa 
vi dagalais cryout at the top ot their voices '* Ramanujarya Divyagnya Vardatam 
hr Vardatam" (we followed the holy mandate ol Ramaouja only, un [m 
respect, with zeal and greater zeal). The inclusion of such a gie atlivmauon 
at the closing stage of the chant of Tamil Divyaprabandams must. ave a Nut 
significance and meant as à direct hit or iessun to the ‘reactionaries there 
Mem whoever they may be! Prof, Dasguptha, in his monumental History of 
tales Philosophy would call Ramanu;.'s cengion sell as the very cult of the 

Alwars. 


No temple would furnish a better example for the dpi of the Alwar 
cult than Sri Varada Rajaswami Devasthanam of Kanchipuram. The location 
{ the Alwars shrines in the spacious fourih prakaram which is popularly known 
2 the Alwar Veedhi (Alwar Street), the assignment of select places for them 
according to the special importance of each Alwar (protocol), the regular day 
to day chant of the holy hymns during Doth morning and evening pooja so as 
to cover all the four thousand odd songs many times round in a year, the 
complete recital of all the four thousand songs during the ten day annual birth 
day festival of every Alwar aud Acharya enshrined in the temple, and above 
all the Divya brabanda Goshti the assembly of the sacred Tamil chanters, 
marching in regular rows in front of the Deity during processions inside or 
Outside the temple, all these in full swing before the Thathacharis came tg 
ower as trustees, should have contributed not a little to the level ot all India 
Fapodtades. It is such am usage as this that Tiumulai Tha:hacharyar under 
took n" protect and help to continue, though the Attan Jiyar Agreement i 


1111, aad again Kumara Thathacharyar vouch safed to the Government t9. 


keep up to 1842. 
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But as soon as the ‘reactionary’ Thathacharis gained power as trustees of 
the temple, all the festivals of the Alwars were stopped forthwith. Their 
shrines were closed and allowed to fall into disrepair and dilapidate with the 
growth of prickly shrubs in them and big trees on them. Onthe plea of dange- 
rous condition of these shrines, for which they themselves were responsible, 
the idols were removed and dumped in one place, a convenient place wherein 
the Thathacharis could easily carry out their nefarious act of conversation of 
their marks from Thenkalai to Vadakalai character in spite of fact that the 
trustees were fully aware of the existence of early authentic Namam lists and 
reports of Government Officials which were field in «he early Namam suits of 
the temple The celebration of the grand Adyayana festival, Sine Quo Non 
for every Vaishnavite temple, was completely stopped. The same was the 
case with the monthly and annual birth day festival of the Alwars. 


THE THATHACHARIS AND MANAVALAMAMUNIGAL : 
AND 
DOUBLE TRAGEDY— 


The worst attack, however, which the Thathacharis made in the 
tempie was against the principal — Terkalai Acharya, Manavala 
Mamunigal, who mostly contributed to the popularization of the Alwars and 
their literal doctrives and so as is accorded a foremost place in Sonth Indian 
Vaishoavite temples. The shrine dedicated to this great Acarya within the 
precincts cf this temple has been in existence for a long time, at any rate from 
a date prior to 1555 A.D. (Vide S.LT.I. 390 at page 373). Itisthe patram or 
Thaniyan or the special invocatory verse, viz, Sri Sailasa Dayapatram ic honour 
of this Acharya that Tirumalai Thathacharyar gucranteed (in 1711) to honour 
not only 1n this temple and the other Seventeen Divyadesams of Kanchi, but 
also in his owa private house and in his own Brethern as a condition prece- 
dent to the receipt of priority of honours in the iemple. 


Again, even in the faked Attan Jiyar agreement, already referred to pagé 
ante) :t 1s made to appear by the Thathacharis that Tirumalai Thathachariar 
undertook to construct a new(!).a shrine Manavala Mamunigal (as if there was 
shrine before!), in return for the great service rendered by Attan Jiyar in 
recovering the chief Idols from Udayarpalayam / yet it is this shrine of Mana- 
yala Mamunigal that the Thathacharis chose first to close, in 1852, and 
stopped all pujas and festivals for him, for which the Tenkalai custodians or 
the shrines had to file O. S. 120.0f 1852. This suit, as well as its appeal Nos. 

O. and 82 of 1856 ended in full favour of the Thenkalais in 1857, till which 
ear the shrine remained closed. When the Court Amin attached the shrine 
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and broke open the doors (as they were refused to be opened by Thathachari 
trustees) for the purpose of handing over charge of the shrine and its belonging = 
to the former Tenkalai Custodians on 2.12.1857, the Uthsavur copper idol (used F 
for processions) was missing and the Moolavar (the immobile stone idol at the — 4 
SANCTUM SANCTORUM presented a ghostly appearanee! The Court Amin’s 
report runs thus: ‘Main stone idol of Manavala Mamuni in question —- —hurt* 
appearing on the said idol. 1 hurt below the Nose; hurt at the end of the 
Nose on ihe left side, 1 hurt in the right eye; 1 hurt on the fore head on th? 
left side; 1 hurt on the left eye; l hurt in the said eyebrow; | hurt on the 
upper lip. The said hurts on inspectun appear to have been made newly- 
There is no copper idol of the said Manavala Mamunigal used for procession 
‘Vide page 85 of the piinted papers in O.S. 744 of 1897). No enemy would 
ommit such a sin, and yet, the Thathacharis who came as friends, nay, 23 a 
worshippers and venerators too of this great Acarya have allowed matters torun 7 
to such a horrible extent. -* 
ADDED INSULT TO INJURY 


; Again when the Utsavar copper idol was recovered, after a vigorous search S$ 
l from a tank (Pottamarai) nearby, tbe Thathacharis contended that it was not | 
the idol of the shrine, but only a new one manoeuvred into the tank suirepti- 
tiousty by Tenkalais, and so, a suit again (O S, 858 of 1561) had to be filed. = 
This suit also ended in favour of the Thenkalais with the declaration, on © 
D expert evidence, that the idol was actually an old one enthroned in the shrine 3: 
] for centuries. Then the Thathacharis themselves filed a suit (O.S. 426 of 1872) AU 
/ | that it was they who should be put in charge of the idol and the shrine as 5 d 
| Dharmakarthas of the meir temple! This claim was allowed, for obvious es 
| reasons, and only the right of general supervision of this shrine in common E 
with the other sub-hrines of the temple was conceded to the trustees. But). 
how the Thathachari trustees exploited to its maximum limits, this right of. 
general superintendence can be scen in the litigations that immediately follow-. 
cd both in the criminal and civil courts, The papers relating to these preceed. 
ings alone have gone into a bulky volume of printed matter. Every move and 
every inch of move the Tenkalais made by way of performing any festival, 
major or minor, to this great Acharya was resisted obstructed with their utmost 
power (Vide for instance, judgement in A.S. 367 of 1903 District Court 
Chingelput). The printed papers in respect of this matter alone consist of 247 
pages of octvosize (Vide printed papers in O.S. 744 o f. 1897). Again, Te 
kalais Custodians ol this shrine had to recover through Court only and bj 
Court execution only even the daily allowances to be paid for the shrine fro 
- the funds of the mala temple. 


EE order (Exhibit G) disallowing the defendants’ contenti 
gdelivery of the keys and idols in the custody of the ad eee 
order are worth quoting : 
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THE THATHACHARIS AND NAMMALWAR 


In respect of Nammalwar shrine i i 
Thathachari Trustees was equally Mots od ae a ag fae ge ui 
in which the shrine of Manavala Mamunigat was closed this iiti qe 
sane Up eere d was in the custody of Tenkalais and o S 125 di 1052. i 

e filed. is suit as well as its a i : 
Tenkalais. During execution pipaita Be A PNE aed of the 
Possession of the shrine and its idols. viz., of Nammalwar, M Heese AA 
and Sreeman Nathamunigal to the Tenkalais, all conceivable obj d 
Obstructions were raised and offered. Para 37 of the atenat tn a s t 
quent case (O.S. Nos 6 and 7 of 1912 P.D.M. Court, Chingleput) S ANS 
suit.again filed for the same reliefs as involved in O,S. 125 of 115? STR 
of now the Thathacharis would drive the Tenkalais to Courts dd ake 

s e i S j d 
o of one and the same matter already settled by a judicial decision) 


* First of all the Court issued a warrant fort i 

shrine and attachment of the articles ae neeaningal ibe hes | 
articles so ordered to be attached were the very idols ke; t vus phe 
shrine. There upon, the trustees (Thathacharis) filed an Stee the 
tion stating that the plaintiffs (Tenkalais) obtained a us pea 
Archaka Parcharaka Mirasand that therefore the idols sh i for 
attached. In disallowing this objection the Court of Ceile not be 
Munsiff stated that what was meant by the attachment of dc a bay 
that they were to be handed over by the defendants (the Tk ols was 
Trustees) to the plantiffs (Thenkalai custodians) so as to enab) Tanti 
to perform Pooja, etc., for them(Exhibit F). There after the idols pen 
suit shrine, the keys thereof, and the various other articles n ue 
ia (Exhibit E) were all duly attached". eee 


A SAMPLE OF THE THATHACH ARIS’ INTRANSIGENCE 


The 
passed a long and eloquent 
lon: dering the 
plaintiffs. Portions of the 
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“Plaintiffs have obtained both in the trial and the appellate Courts in 
respect of the Archaka and Paricharaka rights in the shrine... — -o Now, 
as in the absence of the idols, no Pooja can be performed, their attachment 
is quite proper... «Again if the keys of the velie Ys nen 
idols are kept are not with the plantiffs, it would be impossi : for t em 
to do pooja for them or to clean the vessels and other articles kept within 
the shrine. So the keys must be in the Possession of the customary 
Pocjaries... —.....-......If a man possessing a right to pertorm certain acts 
on & particular object, is to perform such acts on such object it is "x 
sary that he should be in [Midi that mo For weil: = iue 
ii int, he must have a wall to write upon........ sijsjuseno 

nhe bci in question nave been properly attached and J hold E. the 
keys of the shrine in which they exist should be handed over to the Plain. 
tiffs”... This is but only one intsance of the Thathacharis Cantan- 
kerous attitud ia respect of every suit which went against them. 


* AN ACID TEST OF NAMMALWAR 


; i attempt at conversion of the Nammalwar ,shrine was 
TS by enin in 1905. On the Zh December of the jte 
outer gates of the temple stood ciosed to the public as an elephant x tl " js 
ple was made* Availing this opportunity the Thathacharis "d orci J 3 
keys of the Nammalwar shrinc from an Ae CAT toe oo 

insi af ageing bis moutb, stole 
da jose E Pii al Nathammunigal to pres. igi d IN 
temple terrace, known as the Hill, to alter the Hannes oe _ Hof 
Vadakalai character with the aid of Nurie me Lu gs ts we pe E "iki 
i i i roof and asserte H i 

: ia MAP on pisa oe pia of inspection and iav estigation by the 
hs? piece Hi oe of 'aw and order. For the police and sp he. ast 
Tushed immediately to the spot. The Vadagalai miscreants, pe atbachar : 
were caught red handed and convicted (C.C. 31 of 1909) ua the shrine. ty 
kept under police guard for some time. The Thathacharis, again, resiste 


handing over charge of the shrine to the Tenkalais and the perfurmance of 


Pooja by the Fenkalais Archakas under cover of their general right of manage. 
ry of 160 of 1917 (H.C.). It need not be said that the Tenkalais succeed 
^ “uniformly in all the Courts. the main ground for the decision teis 
Blfediiank as the parties, their claims and counter claims were inte 

with those im the early suit (O.S. 125 of 1852) It is one of the ways o! 


with sectarian fanaticism. The diversion of large temple funds 
disputes and litigations led to the stoppage of a great number 
© festivals and even the day-to-day pooja threatened tocome toa s 
- the temple itself would have been closed ha 
© by name Thonangulam Ramanujachariar, 

of the Plaint in O.S. 11 of 1907 Dt. Court, 
a head that the Thathachari trustees themse 
à scheme, but as thc one first framed by th 
no Party, the case went up to the High Court in A.S. 212 of 1909. 


It is this that resulted in the suits, O'S. Nos. 6 and 7 of 1912, and A.S- 
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Thathacharis to interpret a judgement as in their favour, 
and explicitly the fiadings in a judgement and the terms ofad 


been ex pressed against them and to invent “fresh ingenious 
the litigations endlessly, 


however, clearly 
ecree might have 
ways" to drag on 


THE PARADOX OF THE FIRST SCHEME 


The term “Paradox of Hedonism” should be familiar to students of Ethics: 
That is, too muck indulgence in any carnal pursuit proves to be itself suicidal! 
This is what has happened in the case of the Managements of this temple by the 
Thathacharis. The fact is, that it was not on the move, first, of the Tenkalais 
for the great and grave acts of injustice committed by th 
st them and against the ancient Tenkalai Character of th 
Scheme, reported in 23 M L.J. (134), came iato being. Action in this respect 
was first taken by a few among the Thathacharis themselves who were unable 
to beai the great acts of crime committed by their brethren against Lord 
Varadaraja! [t is the Thathacharis who first filed O.S. No '' of 1907 fo, 
scheme in the District Court, Chingleput, and the plaint would reveal how 
the Trustees were acting without any kind of restraint Orscruple whatsoever 
Apart from the charges of many acts by way of non-feasance and misfeasance’ 
the non-mainteance of regular accounts and the suppression of very little accounts 
the non-submission to Audit and the non-payment of wages and shop dues for 
long periods there were grave charges of misappropriation and self-appropria. 
tion of large temple funds, The whole Administr 


ation was running amuck. 
tt could not have been otherwise in the hands of those who were drunk mag 


for sectariaa 
of important 
tand-still and 
d not a philanthropic gentlemap, 
came to the rescue (vide para 18 viii 
Chingleput), Matters went to such 
lves had to admit the necessity for 
€ District Court was satisfactory to 


e Thathacharis again- 
€ Temple that the first 


{ 


THE TENKALAI CAUSE BUT TAGGED IN THE APPEAL 


In the meanwhile, the Tenkalais al 
7 of 1903) after obtaiaing saaction the 
hose order runs thus ;- 


so filed this suit for scheme (O.S. No. 
refor from the Collector of Chingleput, 
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taken place and that the Thathachari have managed the temple for THEIR 
OWN PLBASURE AND PROFIT INSTEAD OF FOR THE BENEFIT 
OF THE PUBLIC. Sanction required under Section 539 of the Civil Proce. 
dure Code is granted’ (Signed) P.A. Booty Acting Collector 25.9.08", 


But unfortunately, the scheme suit (O.S. 27 of 08) filed by the Tenkalais in the 
Dist, Court, Chingleput could not be pursued, as the suit (O.S. 11 of 07) was 
pending disposal (as A.S. 212 of 09) in the High Court, and the Tenkalais 
were permitted to join as parties in the appeal itself. Therefore, the Tenkalais 
had no oppor.unity to present theis -wao case in the High Court as fully and 
exhaustively as they could have done in a trial court exposing allthe vagaries 
of the Thathacharis and the great acts of crime committed from Father te Son 
and Grandson under the cover of a (questionable) herediary title which was 
uluimalely found against by the High Court. Moreover, in this first scheme 
suit, the Hon. Judges of the High Court were already satisfied that the scheme 
framed by the District Court was not at ail satisfactory and were determined 


to frame ueir own, by providing for a BOARD OF SUPERVISION consisting- 7 


of a Tenkalai gentleman, a non-thathachari Vadagalat gentleman, and a Smari- 
tha or Madhwa gentleman, under whose control and directions, five Thaihachar! 
Trustees were to administer the alfairs of the Temple. Therefore, tne Tein- 
kelais had neither the opportunity nor scope to press the matter further and 
state their full case. The Hon'ble Judges, the Advocates and all the parties 


concerned thought, at that time, that the remedy provided for by the High: Hu 


Court would act as a panacea for all the ills. 1t was hoped that the Thatha- ` 
cbari trustees would respect and honour the order of the Board -of Supervision 
as decrees of the Privy Council!!!! 


j 
! 
i FIRST SCHEME-*AN UNQUALIFIED FAILURE" 
i 


But Mr. P.N. Ramaswamy (afterwards Hon'ble Mr. Justice P. N. Rama - 
| wamy) while referring to this scheme in his judgement in O.P. 8 of 1940 in th 
| . District Court Chingleput says (para 21) *The Scheme framed by ihe High 
Court with such füll patience and labour has unfortunately proved to be an 
unqualified failure—— —— The Scheme had to be worked not by reasonable? 
people, in a spirit of compromise put by VETERAN LITIGANTS, consistent 


inspired by Sectarian rivalry and animosity -and to whom EVERY JUDGE: 
MENT OF THE DISTRICT COURT HAS BEEN ONLY A FURLONG 
STONE AND EVERY JUDGEMENT OF THE HIGH COURT HAS BEEN 
ONLY. A MILESTONE IN THF LONG ROAD OF LITIGATION THE E D 
OF WHIOt NO,ONE CAN SEE" But Mr. P.N. Ramaswamy as Dt, C 


iae = 


ly described by all- persons who have had to decide these matters as being | 


ile is a = 
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no doubt gave a graphic description of the disease, in his judgement in O.P. 8 
of 1940, but he diagnosed it as chronic, for he found ultimately, th t the 
trusteeship of the Thathacharis was hereditary and that the temple fell y d 

the category of “expected temples” But this decision was immediately s * 
by a Bench decision of the High Court ia C.R P. No 1355 of 1940 (1941-1 

M.L.J 250). It should be mentioned here that their Lordships who de ide 
A S, 212 of 1909 (23 M.L.J. 134) have themselves clearly stated in the j $ ed 
ment that the title of the Thathacharis to Trusteeship, if at all, is anh 

ancient one, but only got from Government in 1842 ! It is on the definite fi a 
ing in C R.P. No. 1355 of 1940 that the Thathacharis are not bérediad ; 
trustees that the second scheme was framed in A.S. No. 175 of. 1934, and ih. 
Executive management of the temple was wrung from the hands of the Thatha. 
charis azd vested in neutral hands, that is of a Smartha or Madwa Brahmi " 
to be appointed by the H,R.E. Board dircect. In order to avoid sadin 
change in the Administration, two Thathacharis were retained as rile: o 
trustees but to function only in an advisory capacity. i 


THE THATHACHARIS BE NUMBED FOR A DECADE 


The second scheme framed by the High Court in A.S No. 175 of 1934 did 
really produce the real effect as the Thathacharis got non-plusse with the rich 
Purse of the temp!e wrung out of their pockets, They got benumbed and did 
not recover from the shock for nearly ten years. This period is really a golde 
age in the Modern history of the temple, as, not only the resources of the 
temple got improved and consolidated for the temple’s own benefit, but the 
prestige of the Alwars also got rivived with the service of Adyapakam rendered 
unhindered. This period was one of respite from the usual Sectarian litiga. 
tions also and the consequent recurrence of the breach of public peace. The 
lestivals of the Alwars and Acharyas including those of Manavala Mamunigal 
were revived and performed in their good old grand scale after being suspend- 
ed for nearly a century. Even though there were a few feeble attempts against 
such revival, the Executive Trustees who were appointed in the first decade, 
and the members of the H.R-E. Board warded them off with an iron will and a 


"stem hand. But unfortunately, this state could not continue long as the 
i », 'hathacharis woke up soon from their swoon and began to assert once again. 
«exploiting to the maximum, the very little power and privilege reserved to 


em as honorary trustees within the frame-work of the second scheme and 


jembodied in rule 66 etc., framed by the H R.E. Board. 
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THE SET-BACK 


n about 1950 and the target of attack has been, 
the Adyapakam service only against 
which the Thathacharis have been contending consistently and tenaclously but 
unsuccessfully almost from the beginnings of the last century, and for which j 
alone they first conceived their Swathantra Dittan forgery. Among the rights 
they originally arrogated to themselves in this Dittam (vide psge 215 in OS, 10 
of Q6 print book) not a word is mentioned about Kattiyam or Stotrapatam or 
Mantra-puspham mirsis as belonging to them. It is only laterly they managed 
to establish their title to {Bese MiraSu offices but to a limited extent. Now, 
that is, after the secoud scheme, as Thathacharis are at once the honorary 
trustees with still same shadow of Power left in their hands (hy way of voting 
for budget etc.) and the Mirasdars also for these three offices, they attempted 
to make capital use of their position as such, by converting these small offices 
as strongholds of invasion and attaek against the Tenkalai Adyapakam service 


AN IMPERTINENT INGENUITY NIPPED | 


als revived after the second scheme, there is none so` 


more so pious and none so grand as the Adyayana Utsavam alreadV 
aishnavite temple. The later ten days 


The set-back commenced i 
mainly, as can be expected. once again 


Among the festiv 


important, 
referred to as the sine-quo-non of every V 
of the festival, known as the ‘Irapatthu Uthsavam are devoted only to the 


recital of the thousand odd sublime songs far famed as thc TIRUVOLMOZHI 
ot Nammalwar, who is the Chief among the canonised Vaishnavate saints 
(n the 10th day and at the finishing stage of the recital which marks the 
culmination OF the fesitval, the image of Namma'war is lifted and slowly 
aken with due honours to the feet of the Chief Deity with the recital of the 
last twenty stanzas of Tiruvoimozhi which gives a graphic description as to 
now an enlightened and released soul transcends early boadage and reaches 
Heaven, being welcomed all along on the way by heavenly spirits, who take 
him on and on to the immediate presence of the Almighty, to be united with : 
Him In the eternal bliss of Heaven. After being one with the Almighty for some 
time, the Alwar is re-granted to the world at the request of earthly devotees 
for the redemption of mankind at large. Then the Aiwar is allowed to retur 
d is taken back and placed in his original seat as 
This is a sight to see in Vaishnavits 


living in the neighbourhood. will miss this thrillia 
hat was chosen b 


-against Tamil and their sinister motives in the matter, that the Vadagalais ha 
» ve 


,raised against its propreity oc legality. ‘In.1952 two Thathacharis recited 


The Thrthacharis 
pee See PE ee e EN 
irrelevant Sanskrit slokams i 
> ms in such a way as io lite j ; 
à j rally jam and s 
eeu. of the last stanzas of Tiruvaimozhi This naturally, led hpc 
hs s and disturbance of the peace and the festival ended ‘in a fiasco "The 
idque y police were vigilant and prevented a recurrence of ihe nay | 
i o law courts are requi j | 
sapat PI MR equired to pronouncea judgement in this | 
na i utive Trustee, one Mr. Madhawa Rao narrowly escaped | 
on by the Police for allowing sacha disturbanc : | 
MER ME IAEE ^ e on such a solemn and 
Mgr . Fromt e next year onwards, the executive trustees in their | 
vei pe i sic been issuing orders to the Kattiyamdar to keep strictl | 
s " . y | 
mits and not to spoil such a grand festival at its end. r ! 


THE MANGALASASANAM TWIST : 


In O.S. 24 of 1902, the Stotrapatam case, re i 

Thathacharis claimed twelve occasions for rk RUDI. ie Wc 
been already mentioned that they attempted to convert this service sed] c 
connterchant again:t the time honoured Tamll Adyapakam servi Ap nu 
their methods of converting the temple from Tenkalat to Vadakalal RN 
The District Court allowed only nine occasions for them, and the Jes il 
cut down to only six rare occasions. The last of such occasions is wh *: ut 
for MANGALASASANAM of Vilakkoli Vedantha Desikar, when "s qr gj 
taken from his shrine in the birth place (Avathara Sthalam) do ‘sod re YA 4 
Varadataja Swami temple for worship. Now, the Thathacharis ciaim Veda M 
Desikar as a solely Vadagalai Acharya. They wanted to kave this fe ih 2^ 
purely Vadagalai festival with sanskrit recitations alone prevailin ar dra 
inside a temple in which they were the sole tru-tees We have ides e is 
that their prejudice against Tamil has become a pretty well-legally as did 
fact too (1947-1 M.L J. (P.C.) 159 and 83 L.W. 407;. Lu conformi: a D 
the Thathacharis have sought to stop the recitation of the Temil Dive d 
dams, on this occasion, inside the temple and have obtained also an i ation 
therefor It should be pointed out here that it is on account of their jEr nea 

f e 


39 


been prohibited from reciting any Tamil of thei i 

with temple worship, independent of the Reati] Mitasddrs n AEn 
invade against and do away with the really time honoured Tamil cha i "gen 
Alwars by introducing innovations. Now, the Thathacharis vel t du 
trustees. They are also the mirasdars for the Stotrapatam the elegy» Mind 
temple. In 1947, a fugitive attempt to recite tamil ie, a few stanzas f. s 
so-called Desika Prabandrm, by a Vadakalai on‘thir Mangalasssanam ae 
near the Chief Deity is noted in the Diary of tlie Executive Trustee Abs 


Famil (Desika Prabandam) on the occaslon and the i 

n i $; complaint of t - 

ais there against was over ruled. As the renale Toti ieee oe cad 
ingements with the conuivance of the Executive. Trt the tOO wai 

ie Eglise i ped 2 E 


ýa 


lu 
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gn the H.R. & CE Depar tment which ee aie ence Ri para E 
^ raptae apos us hed” tiff pore OA. No. 162 of 
ne ‘Both Therese ER Dd the Commissioner es a full M ied 
— i heir clei wand unproved. Thereafter, a regular s 
M alaha O Sianal in the Sub Court, Ching:eput, ie ae 
0.8 300 i f the Thathacharis for the Sthothrapatam chant is inclusive o 
an ese il Prabandams (!) and the Thathacharis and the other Veda- 
vis pups ^ i N with them can chant Tamil Desika Prabandam) 
o asd Mangalasasanam occasion! After hanging in the sub court of 
eae es full six years, the suit is dismissed with costs on 10 8.1962. 
ced hue end, as the High Court has to seitle the mater, i = 
Pupinis an nce fot all. The appeal fiied by the Vadagalais (AS. 183 o 
omer apa as missed with costs on 243.1969 Their Lordshiys Hon ble Mr. 
i360) RES i thy and Mr. Justice Palaniswamy have observed in the course 
gu .tice er phere (vide para 34) that the claim of the Vadagalais : 
LIRATE Tamil songs composed by Sri Desikan are also Stotrams or 
"Mt E "f the reason of the adjudication in the Stotrapatam case—- 
slogams and id the other vadakalais a:e entitled to recite the Tamil 
meu of Sr Vedantha ves. kar appears to be a disgenuous attempt. 
Comi d atam case, the Thathacharis made it explicitly cleat in the 
1e Ibe PORR A6) that the Stothrapatam Miras Office means the reci. 
pli ps isk jt Stotrams” and further their Lordship state that tig 
satoa, SA pi iatensd to the meaning of the word “Stotram™ if one 
woul ar eit it includes Tami! compositions also", They hasc also 
welt toa (vidc para 21) “There is no proof that during the life 
nmal or Vedanta Desikar that he himself recited any of his 
timeo 


osttions in Tamil at the time of his birthaay, when he offered -.¥ 
comp 


orship bcfore Sri Devarajaswamy". They have no dobut tbat the entire 
iw 


f the Plaintiff is built upon an unfounded edifice’. This is the fate 23% 
case o 


iti i his temple even for a "n 
which the claim for reciting Desika Prabantam #0 v j "1 : 
| i : i gl lai indi idual met vith.n the 
few minutes and even by a single Vadakala v 


s d here that, even 
i tyears. Itshould be mentione ev 
"e eod An Ee anlat did not figure directly ya ode iei arap 
[m it became eviden y i 
bvious reasons : s evident E 
ia this cat ck hout in this litigation. bu f 
- tors throughou i s a 
were the play Dacie subj ika Prabandam in a later Sec:ion, 
i he subject of Desika Sent ae 
OF einen phot ieou. and violent attempt ol the Tbat varis, | 
mins quant Aa eave Adyapakam Miras of the Tenkalais, but which 
way of i 


has been ultimately frustrated.” 
| A MOUNTAIN OF A MOLE-HILL 


‘the close of the li 


century, the Thathacharis have established 
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their right to the Office of M^ntrapushpam in a suit (O.S. 9 of 1899 Dt. Court, 
Chingleput) against Archakas of the temple in which the Tenkalais were not 
at all parties. This service is part and parcel of Thiruvaradanam (Pooja) 
performed by Archaka or Poojari a daily routine and individually by a 
Mira dar in every temple It is at best a supplement to the Archakas office to 
make it more pious, serene and effective and in no temple performed as à 
congregational service or in any ostentatious manner. As the Thathacharis and 
other Vadagalai faiied to establish their claim in respect of the 
Adyapakam matter consistently in allthe cases of which the latest is thë 
one reported in 1939-1 M.L.J.(124) which rendered the Adyapakam service 
of the Tenkalais free from tbe imposition of any kind of restriction by the 
Vadagalais as to time, place, manner, condi:ion etc. they conceived a novel 
and ingenious way of invading and attacking this time honoured service from 
within the narrow limits of the Thathacharis Mantra Pushpam office. They 
converted it into a big congregational affair consisting of a large body of 
Thathacharis and other Vadakalais who shouted at the top of their voices not 
only the usual Sanskrit text- but also some prohibited Tamil Pasurams and 
some controversial sanskrit siotrams in such away as to actually join, obstruct 
and spoil the recitation of the Divya Prabandams by the Tenkalai Mirasdars a 
few races apart. The Thathacharis dared not adopt this method as long as the 
Executive Trustees were strong. Their mischief in the line began to lift its 
head only from the beginning of the second decade after the second scheme 
into force. Therefore, the Tenkalais had to face a series of long-drawn litiga- 
tions both in the Endowment Department and in regular law Courts. The 
Tenkalais first took action before the Dy. Commissioner, H.R.C, & E Dept. in 
1954 by filinga petition (O.A. No. 204 of 54) after some preliminary ordeals 
j^ the temple trust Board. The Dy. Commissioner, first dismissed the appli- 
cation of the Teakalais on technicat grounds, but the Commissioner on revision 
remanded the case for enquiry on merits. by the Dy. Commissioner himself. 
Oa this, the Thathachari, Honorary Trustees filed a writ petition (W P. 24? of 
1956) for queshing the Commissioner's orders of remand, Alter an elaborate 
enquiry, ths writ petition was dismissed by the High Court. The 
Thathacharis agaia filed a writ appeal which was also dismissed in 1958— The 
Case O.A. No-242 of 1954 thus came up for disposal on merits before the 
Deputy Commissioner. After an elaborate enquiry, the Deputy Commissioner 
up-held almost all the contentions of the Tenkalais by his order dt 8 3 1961, 
Thereupon, the Thathacharis filed an appeal to the Commissioner which came 
up for enquiry before the Principal Subordinate Judge. Chinglerut, as the very 
Deputy Commissioner who dccided the matter was immediately promoted a 
the Commissioner himself. The Principal Subordinate Judge, after an elabo- 


£ rate enquiry again, dismissed the appeal on 28.9.1967 and upheld the order of 
Fthe Deputy Commissioner in all respects. Thereupon, the Thathacharis filed 


Sie ot we eee = —-—7 
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a regular suit (O.S. 35 of 1968) in the Sub Court itself as provided for ia the 
H.R.C. € B Act The Tenkalais filed a long written statement in this Suit 
exposing all the vagaries of the Thathacharis in this respect and questioning 
the very basis of their right to Mantrapushpam in the temple. The Thatha- 
Charis got terribly afrgid and thought prudent to withdraw the suit and filed an 
application therefor on 24 12 1970 and 'he suit was dismissed as withdrawn on 
the same date. If they had only pursued their game to the end, as in 
the case of Desikar Mangalasasinam matter, surely, they would have mst 
their last ditch :n the temple, as the sandy sheet anchor of all' their rights in 
the temple (The forged S:wathanthra Dittam) and all the later fabrications 
were waiting ready to confront them during the trial! But their last ditch was 
awaiting them in another field. And, in resoect of this Mantrapushpam 
matter we leave it to our readers to gauge the enormous loss of time, ener£y 
and money incurred by the Tenkalais who were dragged from Court to Court 
including the High Court twice, during this long period of two decades to ward 
off a simple but blatant and bare faced mischief which could have been easilv E 

nipped in the bud if only the Bre. Trustee had been strict in the beginning 4 
without playing as a puppet in the bands of the Thathacharis. 13 


THE THATHACH ARIS AND THE ELEPHANT 


We have arleady made it clear that this temple had been originally 
Tenkala: only in totality and has continued to be as such only till the Thatha- 
charis came to dominate as Trustees Quite in accordance with this genera) — 
character, the living elephant of the temple also have, of course. continued to >i 
the Tenkalai only till t850. The elephants have figured as an item in the. hist. ./ 
of Narahari Rayer dt. 17 1.1823 subscribed to aod sígned ‘by Kumara Thatha- 7$ 
chariar (Ex. Al ia the recent elephant ca.¢) and also in the report of Rama- 
Swamy Maisiry dt. 3.8.1827 which was immediately verified to be true by the 
then Collector Mr. Henry Vivash by his personnal inspection (Page 158 to 160 ; 
of Exhibit A-12) In the 1:50 Namam Suit the namam of the living elephant 
figured as one ot the items first converted and therefore claimed to be restored 
and decreed accordingly. Regarding the atrocities committed by the Thatha 
charis in this respect, we have only to quote the following portions from the — 
Judgement itself of the trial Court, in the recent elepbant case (O.S. 408 off 

1966 P.D.M Court), Chingleput. ans 


“The plea of defendants -2 and 3(The Thathachari Honorary Trustees) 
ihat the living elephant in the suit temple was never painted with Tenkal 
WNamam is a DELIBERATE incorrect plea" (Para 27). 


DU _ “The Trustees of the_te mple did not obey the decree in A.S. 13 and 14 
1854 on the file ef the Civil Judge, Chingleput. After L.R.s to the defend 


- to conceal the Tenkalat Namam put tiere i 
; ; n pursuance of the d 
- dants also were said to have directed the ‘Mahout’’ not tb bu ipe 


. the Court imposed a fine of Rs. 50/- on the defendants in th 


| in AS. Nos.2 13 & 14 of 1834 was executed and the Thenkalai 
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in O.S.14 of 1850 were added after some execution i i 
: 1 proceedings, Cheagalvara 
usa hin. p cp ea wut E the Tenkalai aun d on Lor d 
. He en a Hukum Nama directing hi i 
and attach the living elephant, Yalivahanam etc., siia Poi a x d 
and affix or paint with Thenkalai Namam after erasing the existing Vi acd t 
namam. (vide page 162 to 170 in Ex. A,12). The Amin senta Dg e 
na he painted the Elephant with Tenkalai Namam but bi dk aM 
uarmakarthas left the same behind and did not use it in th Uu ej ia 
conducted They also RESISTED THE AMIN from Het ote 
"portion of his work. A fresh warrant was issued subsequently over- " a 
objection of the Trustees. The Ccurt Amin Chengalvaraya Natcler aG | 
Peons Ponnappa and Narayanaswamy Naicker brought the Hukum Nam tasted 
by the Court on the lOth April 1858 directing to carry out the directi obs i 
Appeal decree passed on 30th June 1856 in A,S. Nos, 13 and 14 of 1854, E 
attached the living elephant on l9th April 1858 belonging to the God "n 
Tenkalai namam one foot in length 3/4 foot in breadth was painted Ws ru 
head of the living elephant with the help ofa painter. Oa 26 185s, pa e 
Lg tet was issued by the Court of Civil Judge, Chingleput that Ade B M 
nterfere with the Thenkalai Namam painted on the elephant in the sui ius o 
Ex A6 extract from the proceedings of the Civil Court, Chin le ni ES 
September, 1358, shows that the plaintiff in O-S 14 of i850 nis pe v 
proceedings to punish the defendants for disobedience ofth e d "b 
alleged that the DEFENDANTS put Vedakalai namams on pa iu 
the same to the cloth and tied it to the Pandal in the Ciégiito idee Me 


It was 
affixed 
dapam 
defen- 
© put Tenkalai 
In M P. 24/ 1858 

r at suit fi t 
In Ex. B18 it was averred that the deri 
Namam was put 
kalai Namam on 


Namam on the elephant when the elephant was given bath 


of Court for disobeying its order. 


on the forehead of the elephant, but the Trustees pai 

cloth and placed it on the elephant (Para 37)". emen cond 

Trustees and the servants in painting the living elephaat with Vada E ba i De 
was clandestine....."". The trustees cannot be allowed to take d is oid 
hey own BREACH OF TRUST (Para 39). THE DEFENDANTS DEFINIT * 
ub ipe vell BREACH -OF TRUST in refusing to paint ‘the ‘ivi : 
elephant with Thenkalai Namam and painting it with Vadakalai N ‘Pare 
60). The defendants wantonly and deliberat eer. spe 


ely refi i i 
from the Tenkalais and having been full Pah igre atlas i, 


y aware of the enure history of the 


y namam on the living elephant in the suit templ 
3 € (Ex A. 
g then accepted an elephant from a Vadakal ben Bribery Lei put 


a 
prey deserve no equity or sympathy (Para 37) “We find it^ o 


ai during tbe pendency of the -suit, . 
bligatory to grant. 


- Visa 
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the injunctions prayed for by the Plaintiffs. It is the right of the Tenka!ais, if 
fact the right of all Hindus. in general that the age-old customary practice on 
painting the living elephant in the suit of temple with Tenkalai Namam should 
be continued ...lt is the duty of the wardens of the temple, whether they 
belong tojthe Vadakalai Sect or Tenkalai Sect that they are non-sectarians to 
obey the decree in A S. 13 of 1854 and zealously guard the age-old practice of 
maintaining the living elephant with Tenkalai Namam, when the defendants 
whose duty it is to maintain the elephant with Tenkalai Namam Commit breach — 4 
of trust. &nd fail to do their duties it 1s obligatory on the part of the Court t9 
make them dotheir duties by mandatory and preventivejin junction. Granting in- 
junction would notjinflict any hardship upon the defendants oc SRI ANDAVAN 
SWAMI whoisalieged to have donated the elephant with full knowledge about 
thehistory. Ontheother hand, it would only help the defendants to perform theif 
functions in the most just and equitable way !'" Friends it is against this judge- 
ment, consisting of not less than fifty pages of print matter, and from which we 
have quoted but a bare minimum, that the Thathachari honorary trustees failed 
an appeal (A S. !03 of 1970) and a further appeal (S.A 98 oi 1973) and a still 
further appeal (L-A.P 45 of 1974) but have uniformly failed. fn the course of = ¢ 
the trial, and doring the hearing of the appeals, they have engaged bes: counsels 
available (including the Advocate-General), and as in their ~ 5: in every cases 
all technical contentioas conceivable in law have been raised, such as under 
the heads, jurisdiction, maintainability, court fee, cause of action, limitation, 
adverse position, estappals, ‘Res judicata, Acauiesence, laches non-joindes 
and equity itself not excepted since their cause has been always hopeless on 
facts! But Lord Varadaraja of Satyavratha Kshetra (Lord of truth and justice) 
has assrted again and agatn aad has proved to be really true to his sincere 
devotees, as he has been doing in every other litigation io respect of this tem- 
ple. And here, we ate constrained to lay a challenge before the advoc&ie 
author of the booklet under review w3o would madty maintain that this templé 
is cent percent Vadakalai, to pick out a single instance in which the Vadagalais 
succeeded in law Courts in course of their never-ending sectarian litigation j 
going on for nearly two centuries. And what should be the true import of su 

a state in respect of the character of the temple. We leave it to the advocate i 
himselfjto draw it, ‘ 


One should be familiar with the proverb “The will of God gtinds slow bi 
gure’? and we shall see how hot it has been grinding in the case of Thathacha: 
We beg pardon fora repetition, of a passage we are ‘quoting from the rec 
judgement of the High Court in L.P,A. 54 of 74 about the conduct of the 
thachari Trustees. Their Lordships, the Hon’ble Mr P.S Kailasam, € 

i nd the Hon'ble Mr. Justice Balasubramaniam have closed. their 

we sceisáffi jàsis in Mr; Venkatava 


. famous Vaishnavite temples like Tirupati and Srirangam 


Wthis from the Fi i i 
i irst Bench ef the highest tribunal of the State does not prove 
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chari's (Advacate for Thenkalais) grievance that the trouble is wainly ,d 
the unreasonable attitude of the Thathachari Trustees Itis sufficient to A 
pae Web var uin Vs Thathachariat (83 L.W. 407) in Mic nd 

nch has quoted the remarks of Sadasiva Iyer J. inThathachariar Vs Thi 
kadachariar ( 915 M.W.N. 916) :— “Mr. Venkatzvarad li v UM 
defendants 4 and 5 (Thenkaiais) urged with some EN, Pian is 
this attitude of, the Vadakalais in putting forwardsome innovation o. otl 5 
in one form or another from time to time has been respoansibl fo 
for the series of litigations pertaining to this temple going on for two e A 
In Thathachariar Vs Tiruvenkatachariar (1915 M.N.N. 916) Sadasiva "ecd 
occasion to make some adverse remarks against the attitude of the Vidal a 
where the learned Judge has pointed out that the iitigation in that case id 
result of a sma!l, though influential faction or Vadagalai sectarians kesidi i 
Kancheepuram by introducing innovations in costody practices duri 4 ^d 
period of regular official worship iù the Temple’. pon 
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“We fully agree with the views expressed by i i 
these decisions, it is unfortunate that, one nda tse aa D ud 
over six'y rears ago, the Honorary Trustees do not seem to have waste ae | 
responsibilities. Itisthe ineffectiveness of the Executive Trustee n ey 
playing in the hands of the Honorary Trustees that led to this hee F 
titiga ion’. Their Lordships have ended their judgment with the ibn | 
observation and direction tothe Government, “We find from thi h AL 
thatthe Honorary Trustees have taken and were allowed to uu. E LE 
unhealthy interest in this litigation The Honorary Trustees havetak apes | 
tisau attitude which has interferred with the smooth functioning ol ibis : s 
institution ... . Sri Devarajaswamy Temple at Kancheepuram is s P 
duty of the Government and the Endowment Boards to eei ipe d 
Pilgrim centre of all India important functions without let or Mirum bie a 
small influential faction cf Vadakalai Vaishnavites. We hope that the pr S ak 
ment and the Endowment Board will take immediate and adequate s ge T 
dba mts pi ide Trustee is appointed to the temple for effectively 
; rin e affairs of the temple and t ia 
any sections of the devotees. It is ne Fabel wale ok Ns Wo eed T 
ebay the Executive Trustee to see that this influential minority TIN bi 
-step their limits and disturb the peace and solemnity of the hol je. 
copy of the Judgement would be seut to the Government Pes 7 en d 
ction: It is thus the appeal of the Thathacharis has been dismi M B 
igh Court with a cost of Rs. 1000/- to the Thenkalais. pape i 


If such a veredict ag 


etheir last ditch in the temple, we caunot sce what olse can do it 


pn— 
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Sestion 4.. 


HYSTERICAL CRIBS: Regarding the soaracters of the temple the Advocate 
with his jaundiced eye, is stranded into siiderness. He says (at 4and 5) tha 
the presence of any Baktha Vigraha (idol; in a temple any laudation thereot 
by a devotee will not go to prove the character of a temple as belonging to the 
creed of such a Baktha or devotee. He asks whether the presence of a Bibit 
Nachiar in the Srirangani tempie make it a mabamudan temple, or the exis- 
tance of a cherakulavalli (Malayala Navaiar) in Kancheepuram temple make i- 
a Keralite one ? Thus he wouid place t Aliw ars in the same category as of a 
Stray devotees! Even à child cannct 277 tate such an argument. A rare 
exception will not by itself become à general law. An exception can only 
prove @ general rule but cannot form it. Itoecurs in a Very reculiac circums. 
tance whcih is seldom repes:ed. He 3-55 tha:  Varacarajasw amy Temple will 
not become 4 Saivite one because Appzyja Dixshithar a staunch Saivite has 
sung Veradarajasthavam, ft is trus that Appayya Dikshathar has sung 
laudation but does the author know uncer what circumstances he has dene it 
He should bave done i. . ::y to p;euse his Royal Patron Rama Raya who was à 
staunch Vaishnavite or Rama Raya himsztf could have made him to do it in 
order to wean him away from his se:tarian fa aticism, No- doub: Kings, 
Emperors and even Ministers anc Nobles have oxtcnded their equal patronage 
to institutes of poo Loo pp bt Niels 
importial ard thereby to become popular. 
Sisi wp can get on with «+ withouta Bibi Nachiar or à 
Cherwkulavalli or without the laudation of Appayya Dikshithar, but it is not $ 
Ae iie case of Divyadesams and Alwars. 


THE TENKALAI CAUSE BUT TAGGED IN THE APPRAL f 
We have already shown (at pigs.-.ante) thatas far as the ancients 


or divine temples only because of the Alwars' songs about them. There can b 


) no Divyadesam without Alwars and no Alwars without Divyadesams, These: 
| two are mutually dependant, the one entailing the other, If one of them 
| j ! struck off, tbe other automatically goes. lt is why, ia Vaishaavite temples the 
MN performance of poojas and Festivals for Alwars, ona par with those of th 


Chief Deities has become an important and essential ingredient. 


Els The Advocate says (at page...) “It is an unsolved mistery as to how D 
13M followers of Agamas are allowed the installation of Bhakta Bimbas in 
15 temple" The word ''mistery" Bere for mystery (not included in the erf 


| 
I 
NU o 


EUM TOT ME 


they have. done it to show i 
The Srirangam and 4; 


H 


^E 


Vaishnavite temples are concerned they have come down to us as Divya Desams MASE 
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would have been appropriate to indicate the mentality of the author, if it is 

Also stood with the letter 't' omitted! He can pose such problems as this 

before a staunch Advaitic Saivite like Appayya Dikshathar and his followers, 

but not as a Vaishnavite before a Vaishnavite, pertaining to follow the creed of 

Ramanuja! To conceive a Vaishnavite temple apart from the Alwars and 

Poorva Acharyas who were the true followeis of Alwars will be like lookiag 
for the beauty of a rose flower stripped of its petals ! 


The author along with his ally Agnihotram, may assert that the association 
of Ramanuj: with the Alwars, or with the Alwar cult or with the installation 
of their idols ia temples is but based on legends like the Koil Olueus and the 
and the Guru Pramparaprabhavams written by later interested persons (vide 
page 17 of the booklet) and not at all warrented by Ramanujas own works like 
the Sri Bhasya. Then did the presence of the Alwars idolsin temples, the 
chanting of Divyaprabandams in them as part and pzrcel of daily routine and 
the performance of the feasts and festivals in a scale even grander than those 
of the Chief Deities, did all these originate from a myth and continue as 
shadows in a dream? if not to Ramanuja, will these authors concede such a 
major reform to Manavala Mamunigal unquestionably the greatest exponent of 
the Alwar Culi and who is therefore invoked in all Divyadesams (except a very 
few recently coaverted) at the beginning of every Pooja or feast or festival ? 


When then, we are led to ask, do the purely Vadagalai temple also, built 
in recent times by the Vadagalais and solely for the Vadakalais copy the Ten- 
Kalai temples in this respect and install at least Nammalwar and Aadal among 
the Alwars and Ramanuja and Desika among the Acharyas as a minimum 
requisite. While dealing with the issue regarding the Preominant Character of 
the temple, the learn:d Dt. Munsiff after referring to the contentions of the 
vadakalai Thathachari Honarary trustees in para 56 of the judgement observes 
thus (in para 57) the coasideration of these things makes one feel that proba- 
bly the temp'e is predominantly Vadakalai in character as it stands today. But 
when we consider the divergence between the Tenkalai and the VaJakalai as 
laid down in 19471-1-M.L.J Privy Council—page 159 and see whether the 
distinctive feature of the Tenkalai or Vadakalai is in vogue in the suit temple, 
we are inclined to-feel that the impression that the suit temple is predominantly 
in character is illusive. As rightly pointed out by the Vadagalai Plaintiff's, it is 
not the number of Namams somehow introduced by the Vadakalai irustees or 
the influence which the Vadakalai trustec exercises that go to de:ermine the 
distinctive character of the institution. The differences between the Vadakalai, 


` and Tenkalai sects are given in A.L.R. 1947. 1-M.L J. referre io para 13above 
-. We find the Tenkalai form of worship is followed in the suit temple from time 


immemorial. We find the invacation of the PATRAM saint MANAVALA : 
‘MAHAMUNI. The service begins by the word “SRI SAILESA DAYAPAT- 


c 


M. 
Fate 5 
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RAM" and not RAMANUJA DAYAPATRAM. The document the Attan Jiyar 
Agreement of 1711 Page 174 of Ex. A. 12 in the case) shows that the Tenkalai ^'^: 
Mantram was in vogue in the suit temples from time immemorial even in 1711. ` 
Hence, when we consider these thing it appears that the temple ispredomina- | 


ntly Thenkalai ia chacacter even though it is dominated by Vadakalai Trustees 
in the Administration of the affairs of the temple. 


We have alreadv seen how the Thenkalais have had to cont:nd against 
Himalayan odds to maintain the pristine Thenkalai character of the temple. 4 
In 5 Madras (313) it was affirmed that it is only the Thenkalai Mantram of Sri . ] 
Sailesa Daya Patram that should prevail in the temple and that the Thenkalai 
residents of Kanchipuram have the exclusive miras for the Adyapakam service 
and are entitled to recite the Tamil Prabandas ON ALL OCCASIONS OF 
PUJAS AND FESTICALS after invoking their Guru Manavalamamunigal. By . 
the same judgement the Vadagalais are also prohibited by means of a perpetual | | 
injunction from introducing their Vadakalai Thaniyan “RAMANUJA DAYA 
PATRAM" at any time or in any place in the service ofthe templa In 193 
LM.LJ 124, the right o? the Thenkalais to recite their Vazhi Tairuaamarm 
with “oawarer urepelGuw (S)emssib QG mir D(y sis. Gb” was reaifirmed an 
established beyond doubts. In 83 L.W. 407 al! doubts ia the matter wer 
cleared so that as the position stands aow, the V idagalais either in congrega 
tion, or as a single individual cannot introduce their Vadagalai Thaniyan in an 
part of the temple and at any time. So what should be the character of th 
temple now according to the dictum of the Privy Council? Can there be an 
doubt, that it should be not only exclusively Thenkalai but also definitely, n 
Vadakalai! The author himself is constrained to admit (at page 6) Sri Vaishn 
vism has been connected with the temples invariably because its principl 
inspire cevoticn to the Gods of the temples." But he cannot see who exczpt 
the Alwars can inspire devotion to the Gods of the temple and who except the 
trus and faithful followers of the Aiwars are competent to maintain and manage 
the temples as inspiters of devotion. We have seen enough of the manageme 
ofthe Kancheepuram temple by the Thathacharis and this would furnish 
typical example as to who are competent and who are not. 


